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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-1 1 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Haff et al. 
(6,219,669) (hereinafter Haff). 

4. As per claim 1 , Haff teaches a socket tool for connection and communication of 
application layer software coded codes, executed in a computer and arranged to be 
called by application layer software to enable the application layer software to connect 
and communicate with application layer software of another computer under regulations 
of the Transmission Control Protocol (TCP), wherein the socket tool comprises a set of 
socket control codes for a TCP network connection based on the Transmission Control 
Protocol, said socket codes including both a data transfer control code related to the 
application layer software and file transfer control codes, said socket codes further 
including control codes for indicating both data and file transfer progress (e.g. Abstract 
,col. 5, lines 1-18, Figure 23). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff in 
view of Sharma et al. (5,537,417) (hereinafter Sharma). 

7. As per claim 2, Haff does not specifically teach the socket tool comprising a set 
of value-incremental codes for dealing with data to be transmitted by the application 
layer software (e.g. col. 4, lines 1-14). Sharma teaches about a socket tool comprising a 
set of value-incremental codes for dealing with data to be transmitted by the application 
layer software (e.g. col. 4, lines 1-14), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill at the time the invention was made to combine Haff and Sharma. The motivation 
would have been to write codes on the application layer to transfer data. 

8. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff in 
view of W. Richard Stevens (Unix Network Programming, Prentice Hall, 1998. Sections 
4.2-4.9, 1 1 .2-1 1 .9) (hereinafter Stevens). 

9. As per claim 3, Haff does not specifically discuss a socket tool wherein the set of 
socket control codes comprises at least a "SAccept" code, a "SCIose" code, a 
"SConnect" code, a "SGetData" code, a "SListen" code, a "SSendData" code, a 
"SGetfileName" code, a "SSendFile" code, a "SConnectionRequest" code, a 
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"SDataArrival"code, a "SError" code, a SSendcomplete" code, a "SFileArrival" code, and 
a "ConnectionTimeOufcode. Stevens teaches a socket tool wherein the set of socket 
control codes connprises at least a "SAccept" code, a "SCIose" code, a "SConnect" 
code, a "SGetData" code, a "SListen" code, a "SSendData" code, a "SGetfileName" 
code, a "SSendFile" code, a "SConnectionRequest" code, a "SDataArrival"code, a 
"SError** code, a SSendcomplete" code, a "SFileArrival" code, and a 
"ConnectionTimeOut"code (e.g. Sections 4.2-4.9. 11.2-11.9). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Sharma and Stevens in order to add code on top of standard Berkley Socket function to 
achieve additional functionalities. 

10. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff in 
view of Sharma and in further view of Friedland et al. (6,449,601 ) (hereinafter 
Friedland). 

11. As per claim 4. Haff in combination with Sharma do not specifically teach a 
socket tool wherein the set of value-incremental codes includes at least an encryption 
code and a decryption code. Friedland teaches a socket tool wherein the set of value- 
incremental codes includes at least an encryption code and a decryption code (e.g. col. 
16, lines 37-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Sharma and Friedland in order to add encryption 
and decryption module codes to the system for security purposes. 

12. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff in 
view of Sharma and in further view of Edelson et al. (6,504,926). 
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13. As per claim 5, Haff in combination with Shamna do not specifically teach a 
socket tool wherein the set of value-incremental codes includes at least a compression 
code and a decompression code. Edelson teaches a socket tool wherein the set of 
value-incremental codes includes at least a compression code and a decompression 
code (e.g. col. 3, lines 5-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine Sharma and Edelson in order to 
include data compression and decompression in the system so that there would be a 
decrease in the usage of system and network resources. 

14. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff 
in view of Kelts (US 2002/01 12237). 

1 5. As per claim 6, Haff does not specifically teach a socket tool wherein the 
application layer software is SQL database software. Kelts shows a SQL application 
running on a TCP socket supported environment (e.g. page 10. paragraph 106, lines 5- 
14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Sharma and Kelts to provide for an RDBMS application 
to be run on the application layer of the system for record and data storage purposes. 

1 6. As per claim 7, Haff does not specifically teach a socket tool wherein the 
application layer software is an application software for downloading software. Kelts 
shows a socket tool wherein the application layer software is an application software for 
downloading software (e.g. page 15, paragraph 146, lines 1-9). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Sharma and Kelts in order to provide for a downloading application program for the 
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purpose of file transfer and sharing automatically without manual interference by the 
user. 

1 7. As per claim 8. Haff does not specifically teach a socket tool wherein a 
downloaded file is a MPS song file, a GIF format picture file, a JPG format picture file, or 
a moving picture format file. Kelts shows a socket tool wherein a downloaded file is a 
MPS song file, a GIF format picture file, a JPG format picture file, or a moving picture 
format file (e.g. page 20, paragraph 19S, lines 1-10). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Sharma and 
Kelts in order to provide for an MPS or additional file formats mentioned above to be 
downloaded. 

18. As per claim 9, Haff does not specifically show a socket tool wherein the 
application layer software is a chat application software. Kelts shows a socket tool 
wherein the application layer software is a chat application software (e.g. page 5, 
paragraph 64, lines 20-26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine Sharma and Kelts in order to provide for 
a chat application software to function in the application layer so that interactive 
communications and standard chat rooms can be established on the system. 

19. Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under S5 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Haff in view of Maritzen et al. (5,899,990) (hereinafter Maritzen). 

20. As per claim 10, Haff does not specifically teach the socket tool wherein said 
data transfer control code related to the application layer software includes an 
"SGetData" code for transferring back a designated string obtained by executing a SQL 
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instruction to a database. Maritzen teaches the socket tool wherein said data transfer 
control code related to the application layer software includes an "SGetData" code for 
transferring back a designated string obtained by executing a SQL instmction to a 
database (e.g. col. 8, lines 22-35). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine Haff and Maritzen. The 
motivation would have been for socket commands to be executed via SQL statements. 

21 . As per claim 1 1 , Haff does not specifically teach the socket tool, wherein said 
data transfer control code related to the application layer software includes an 
"SSendData" code for uploading a length and parameter of an SQL instruction string 
from a client computer to a server computer (e.g. col. 8, lines 46-59). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine Haff and Maritzen. The motivation would have been for communication of the 
SQL statements from the client to the server. 

22. Applicants arguments filed 1-30-2004, not rendered moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection necessitated by applicant's amendment, have been considered but 
are not persuasive. 

23. In the remarks, applicants argued in substance that (1 ) Edelson does not 
disclose or suggest inclusion of compression/decompression control codes in the socket 
layer. 

24. As to point (1 ) Edelson discusses the compressed audio data packets being 
presented to the IP layer within the TCP/IP stack (e.g. col. 3, lines 14-20). 
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25. In the remarks, applicants argued in substance that (2) there is no suggestion in 
kelts of modifying the socket to include an SQL specific request, with SQL parameters 
included in the request, or to further modify by the socket by adding direct file transfer 
codes. 

26. As to point (2) Kelts discusses the map generator that receives the decoded data 
from decoder and interrogates application databases and or map databases to generate 
a suitable map (e.g. col. 13, paragraph 130). Kelts discusses the process of obtaining 
information from the databases (e.g. col. 26, paragraph 245). 

Conclusion . 

27. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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